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REMARKS 

As a preliminary matter, the Applicant noted a typographical error 
in the specification. In particular, on page 5, line 24, reference numeral 19 was 
mistakenly used in connection with arcuate surface 18. To that end, the correct 
reference numeral has been substituted for reference numeral 19. Also, for the 
sake of consistency, after the word "overhangs," the word "lower" has been 
inserted so that the sentence now refers to "lower arcuate surface 18." 

Also, new claim 14 has been added for the Examiner's 
consideration. This claim includes the feature that the surfaces used to contact 
the ring within the cylinder bore extend laterally outward of the tongue to contact 
the ring outward of the tongue. This causes each segment to contact the ring at 
spaced points along the circumference of the ring so that pressure is applied to 
the ring over a wider area than mere two-point contact. Spreading the points of 
contact or applying pressure over a larger area than a pair of point contacts 
increases the likelihood that the ring is uniformly displaced by the segments. 
Support for this claim may be found in Figs. 2 and 3 and in the description at 
page 6, lines 1-10. Further support may be found at page 7, lines 6-14. The 
Applicant believes that this claim is allowable over the applied art because the 
that art does not consider the problem of uniformly applying pressure to a ring 
but instead relates to calipers used to make fine measurements. The calipers 
employ two long, thin caliper members that may be used to measure a variety of 
objects. But because of their small two-point contact, they would be more likely 
to unevenly apply pressure or to be canted so that the ring is not properly 
placed in the bore. In view of this, the Applicant requests favorable 
consideration of new claim 14. 

With respect to the restriction requirement, the Applicant 
preliminarily elected claims 1-7 with traverse. In particular, the Applicant 
believes that the Examiner has not met the burden for restricting these 
inventions. Both the product and method claims relate to a device and method 
of positioning a cylinder ring perpendicular to the axis of the bore so that the 
proper gap can be established. Measurement of the gap is performed in a 
separate step, as indicated by dependent claim 9. Similarly, if one desired to 
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measure the bore of the cylinder, a separate measurement of the diameter 
created by the segments would need to be made. The product itself does not 
measure the diameter of the bore. The Examiner has not shown that the 
process of the claimed invention may be performed by a materially different 
apparatus. Nor has the Examiner shown that an apparatus as claimed may be 
used for a materially different process. Consequently, the Applicant believes 
that the Examiner has failed to make a sufficient showing to justify restriction 
and respectfully traverses the Examiner's restriction requirement and requests 
consideration of method claims 8-13. These claims are believed to be in 
condition for allowance since none of the applied art shows a method of 
establishing the size of a gap between the ends of a split ring as claimed. 

Turning to the Examiner's substantive rejections, the Examiner 
has rejected claim 1 as anticipated by Smith. Smith discloses a caliper used to 
make precise measurements having relatively long, thin caliper members that 
are insertable in a bore. The relatively long and thin caliper members, however, 
are not suitable for the purpose of orienting a piston ring perpendicular to the 
cylinder bore because they are prone to canting. The Applicant's invention 
overcomes this disadvantage by providing segments having a surface that 
enters the bore and a lip extending radially outward above this surface at a right 
angle. In this way, the lip extends parallel to the lower surfaces of the 
segments, which are at the same height, insuring that the segments orient the 
ring perpendicular to the bore. The extension of the lip parallel to the segments' 
lower surfaces allows the lip to fit flush against the cylinder head, preventing any 
canting of the segments. In contrast, in Smith, an arcuate transition is made 
between the caliper ends and the portion that the Examiner has referred to as a 
lip. This arcuate transition prevents the lip from fitting flush against the cylinder 
head, leaving the ends prone to canting, as described above. Consequently, in 
light of the amendment to claim 1 , the Applicant believes that Smith does not 
anticipate this claim and requests reconsideration of the Examiner's rejection. 

In accordance with the Examiner's indication of allowable subject 
matter, claim 6 has been rewritten in independent form. Claims 2 and 3 have 
been amended to depend from independent claim 6. 
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In light of the foregoing, the Applicant believes that in addition to 
claims 2, 3 and 6, claims 1 , 4, 5 and 7-14 are in condition for allowance and 
requests the issuance of a formal Notice of Allowance of Claims 1-14. 

If any further issues remain after this amendment, a telephone call 
to the undersigned would be appreciated. 



Respectfully submitted, 





Edward Greive, Reg. No. 24,726 
Shannon V. McCue, Reg. No. 42,859 
Renner, Kenner, Greive, Bobak, Taylor & Weber 
Fourth Floor, First National Tower 
Akron, Ohio 44308-1456 
Telephone: (330)376-1242 



Attorney for Applicant 
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